To: Stan Kaczmarek[StanK@demaximis.com]

Cc: Vaughn, Stephanie[Vaughn.Stephanie@epa.gov}
From: Hoppe, Michael

Sent: Thur 8/29/2013 5:59:41 PM

Subject: RE: Survey Resulis

Stan,

Please rename and resend the zip file to a piz file. EPA can’t recelve zip files.

Thanks.

Michael Hoppe

USEPA Region 2

Response and Prevention Branch
Preparedness Section

Phone: (732) 906-6908 Fax: (732) 321-4425

Cell: (908) 420-4472

From: Stan Kaczmarek [mailto:StanK@demaximis.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 29, 2013 1:51 PM

To: Vaughn, Stephanie; Hoppe, Michael; jmagalen@seaengineering.com

Cc: Amy Picunas; BudneySL@cdmsmith.com; Frank Tsang; Gary.Foster@CH2M.com;
George.Hicks@CH2M.com; John Rolfe; PassaroML@cdmsmith.com; Robert Law; Willard Potter
Subject: Survey Results
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Stephanie:

Attached is a zip file with all of the survey results as of August 2 including a PDF file of the survey results

depicting each 10'X10' grid within Area 1. The CPG has identified 7 grids in Cuts 1, 2 and 3 that need to

be dredged deeper to meet design criteria. These grids are designated by circles in the PDF. Once those

areas are cut and meet design criteria, CPG requests permission {0 begin redeploying the silt curtain to
Area 2 while a new survey confirms that these 7 grids have met design criteria.

Regarding the area in Cuts 3 and 4 highlighted by a black box on the survey map, this area is where the
environmental bucket encountered refusal due to an underlying hard surface. CPG proposes to develop a
plan to collect and analyze a composite sample of the loose material that is left in this area to determine
the remaining levels of COPC's. The CPG will provide this plan to EPA and CDM for review and
approval.

Following EPA’s acceptance of undercuts in this area, then CPG will propose modifications for the cap
design in this area in order to ensure that there is no net increase in elevation when the cap is placed.

Regarding potential risks associated with potential undercuts, there are historical data from 3 cores
collected in the near shore area of Cuts 2 and 4. These sample locations (e.g., 357) are highlighted as
blue dots on the PDF. Data from those cores are summarized below; all results indicate that COPC levels
(TCDD, Total PCBs and mercury) near shore are extremely low. TCDD concentrations are less than one
part per trillion for all vertical segments down to 3.5 ft below ground surface at sample location A-0357,
which is located in the area where dredging encountered refusal before meeting the 2 foot cut criteria.

Going forward, CPG plans to increase production rates by focusing its efforts on the offshore areas, and
when in the near shore areas, digging until there is continued refusal of the environmental bucket. CPG
will notify EPA promptly whenever it does encounter refusal, and its intention will then be to collect a
composite sample of the remaining materials in these other areas.

The CPG looks forward to EPA’s approval to move the silt curtain once CPG finishes its cleanup cuts in
Cuts 1, 2 and 3, which is anticipated to be completed by the end of today.

Stan Kaczmarek, PE
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de maximis, inc.

186 Center Street, Suite 290
Clinton, NJ 08809

(O) (908) 735-9315

(C) (973) 978-9621

FOIA_07123_0001947_0003



